was not a logical thinker. He said himself that he
vj had no faculty for philosophy. He could not build logical
systems out of concepts and words. Very early he had learnt to
distrust words when they arc used as absolutes or chess pieces to
take the place of sense:

Denn eben wo Bcgriffe fehlen,

Da stellt ein Wort zur rechtcn Zcit sich em.

And throughout his scientific works he warned his readers to think
not in words, or even concepts (Bcgriffe), but in things, with men-
tal images (Anschauungen), not abstractions. His thinking at its
best was a thinking in objects.

It was, moreover, dynamic thinking. In his lifelong quest for the
secrets of nature and life he was not primarily concerned with
what things are, but with how they come to be what they are.
The forces at work, not the finished products, were what en-
thralled him. For this reason, like Wordsworth, he distrusted
"that false secondary power" which classifies, analyses and anato-
mizes, and strove always to see the living totality.

And in this search for the creative forces he was guided by an

122